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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in ( 1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b). by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Nishimura 
(JP2003-136471). 

Regarding claim 1, Nishimura teaches a paper cutting machine comprising a table 
for supporting a stack of paper sheets, a cutting blade 3, a paper holder 2, a vertical guide 
for guiding the paper holder 2, a first motor 10 for driving the paper holder2, a first screw 
7 to be rotated by the first motor 10, a first nut 8a screwed to the first screw, a link for 
coupling the first nut with the paper holder 5a, a pair of guides (12 a, b) having guide 
grooves (13 a. b), a slider 14 and a mechanism for vibrating the slider. See the Abstract 
and Figs. 1 and 2. 

Regarding claim 2, a vertical groove 20 engaging with the slider and a second 
screw 15 are best seen in Fig. 1. 

Regarding claim 3, a gear mechanism connect to a second motor 16 creating 
vibration is best seen in Fig. 1 . 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nishimura in view of Althaus (5,2 1 4,85 1 ). 

Regarding claim 4, Nishimura teaches the invention substantially as claimed 
except for using a pair of eccentric gears to create controllable vibration. 

Althaus teaches using a pair of eccentric gears to create controllable vibration. 
See col. 3. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to incorporate 
a pair of eccentric gears as taught by Althaus to the paper cutting assembly of Nishimura 
to create controllable vibration. 

Regarding claim 5, the formulas are functional language and do not provide any 
constructive limitation. Since the cutting blade in the combination of Nishimura and 
Althaus vibrates during a cutting process, the combination of Nishimura and Althaus 
meets the functional language. 

5. Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nishimura in view of Creighton et al. (6,799,497), hereinafter Creighton. 

Nishimura teaches the invention substantially as claimed except for stoppers for 
adjusting a position of the cutting blade. 
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Creighton teaches stoppers (124, 126) for adjusting a position of a cutting blade. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to incorporate stoppers as 
taught by Creighton to the paper cutting device of Nishimura to adjust positions of the 
cutting blade. 



Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Malm (508,329), Eddy (3,710,665), Blumer (3,203,288), Thumin (3,073,201), 
Baumgartner (2,798,417), Handley (3,857,316) and Halpern (2,672,197) teach paper 
cutting machines of general interest. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phong H. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4510. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Boyer Ashley can be reached on 571-272-4502. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
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have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-2 1 7-91 97 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

PN: 

June 27, 2006 /^~\ \ / 




